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This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

Basis of the opinion - . - 

Priority . 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of Invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/5.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the International application 

Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("I PEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the I PEA and the chosen IPEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/5(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 
months from the date of mailing of Form PCT>ISA^20 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCTyiSA520. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT^SA^20. 
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Box No. 1 Basis of the opinion 



1. with regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was field, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 



□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the internatlc^na;, application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: ' " 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filingyfurnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing andbr table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 

1 . ^ The following document has not been furnished: 

^ copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43^/s.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43b/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless t>een established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed prioiity date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the oriority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43/>/s.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability ^ 

The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non 
obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not t>een examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application, 

S claims Nos. 1-20 



□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which 
does not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

H the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 1 -20 are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could t>e formed (specify): 

see separate sheet 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so Inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

□ no international search report has been established for the whole application or for said claims Nos. 

□ the nucleotide and/br amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for In Annex 
C of the Administrative Instructions in that: 

the written form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 

the computer readable form □ has not been furnished 



□ the tables related to the nucleotide andA)r amino acid sequence listing, if in computer readable form only, do 
not comply with the technical requirements provided for in Annex C-bis of the Administrative Instructions. 

□ See separate sheet for further details 



because: 



□ 



does not comply with the standard 
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Reference is made to the following document. 
D1: US-A-5 747 752 



Re Item Hi 

1 The claims lack conciseness and clarity according to Art. 6 PCT, the reasons are 
as follows. 

Although claims 1, 8, 14, 18 have been drafted as separate independent claims, 
they appear to relate effectively to the same subject-matter. Accordingly, the 
claims lack conciseness. 

Lack of clarity of the claims as a whole arises, since the plurality of independent 
claims makes it impossible to determine the matter for which protection is sought. 

Therefore, no opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability can be established for claims 1-20. 

2 Although a full examination is not possible the following observations are 
presented. 

2.1 In claims 8 and 18, the terms "said inlet pipe" and "said body" lack an antecedent. 
Accordingly, these claims are not clear in the sense of Art. 6 PGT. 

2.2 In claim 2, the feature "(the) surface (of the identifying-personalizing ring) 
adjacent to the diaphragm portion" cannot be clearly understood, since neither the 
geometrical characteristics of the ring nor the positional relationship between the 
ring and the diaphragm portion are defined before (Art. 6 PCT). 

^ ■• - ' 

2.3 In claim 3, the feature "(the) at least one side surface" lacks an antecedent (Art. 6 
PCT). The same applies to the features "(the) at least one upper surface" and 
"(the) lower surface" in claim 4. 

2.4 The meanings of the terms "identifying-personalizing ring", "identifying- 
personalizing means", "any identifying-personalizing means", "diaphragm portion", 
"locating element" and "locating connecting means" used in the claims are so 
broad that a clear distinction of this scope of protection, as far as it can be 
understood in view of. the lack of clarity of the claims, from the state of the art, 
especially from the stethoscope of document D1, cannot be recognized. 
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